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/ ] Time plays a criti&al, though often understated, rofﬁrin the s - !

functionIng of familiqs, social support networks, and communities.

. When we stuﬂ? intergénérational relati6n§; we natur511§ consider ¢

N
.

face new developmental tasks. When we study soctal support networksl
. . . i
however, we do not consider as naturally the evolution of networks

: s Y = Ao
across the’ individua1 8 life; rather,‘étzaffen appearg in our studies
L o \
nernorks éﬁérgé for the sole purpose of meeting spectfic 1ife .

crises. I would like to i11ustrat§ tne way the social networks of old
people evolve over the course of their.lives, 1ust as family relation-
- ,

ships evolve. In tiirn, I would like to suggest ways we might expand
the study of intergenerationaI re1ations bv addressing the impact of

- e family functioning bev\nd the boundaries of @he family—-that is Ats

~ i

impact on social support netwarks and communities. ' i

-

S w111 explore families as networks and coﬁﬁuﬁ}ties using as my
focus a question that fosters an evolutionary perspective: What ares
the consequences of living long, with the same peoﬁie.and often in

the same piahe? fﬁis quéstian arose fran two investigations I con-
ducted with rural elders in West Virginia. The.first;was\a study of
the social factors that {Nfluence the use of a public tramsportation
‘program for the elderly. The second was an ethnography dealing with
; thekmaintgnance of social status among elders in a rural church _
cbﬁﬁﬁﬁityq-—éﬁééé studiés énggéét ways in which social aspects of
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" of dommunity status are determined in part by intergenerational rela-
tions before the iﬁEIGiaaai grows oid: _ | )

) - - .- -~ N\ B

. West Virginia s a rural state in which tramsportation can be-a- -

state initiated & reduced-fare transportation stamp program (Trans-
portation Remuneration Incentive Program--TRIP) for the low-income

elderly and ﬂﬁ&ﬁ&iééﬁﬁé&; Each month those eligible can 36?;&5&5{6 an

$8.00 book of tickets for $3.00. These tickets can be used on any
. ) \

licensed and certified public VéﬁiéléQlﬁﬁéj taxi, train, or airplané-—
An evaluation of the program conducted from 1975-to 1977 (Office

of Research and Development, 1977) tevealed that enrollment in the

program had fallen féf'§h§ft of expectations: ‘between 12 and 15 per-

777777777 - - s

cent of those eligible for, the propram had actually enrolled. In
E . . T

addition to the usual problems associated with interventiond of this

1

kind, the evaluation revealed an éitéﬁsiaééfiiiéﬁcé on informal net-
works of transportation--transportation arrangements among Eriéﬁagi
relatives; and aéigﬁsafs{ g
. In ordé¥ to qiffé}éﬁtiati those who used the program from those

who did not, I conducted in-depth exploratory interviews with 28

elderly individuals divided into three transportapion stvle grouffs:
All the respondents used both informal networks and public transporta-

were enrolled in the program and used public transportation for most

-
3

of their travel.. The second group included indfviduals who were "
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’ N ) 3
enrolled in the pfsgraﬁ’sut used public transportation less often than -
they rode with friends or relatives. The last: group comprised

individuals who were not entolled in the program and used Informal net-

LI

works for most of thelr transportation. . : <

-—

T~

The findings suggested khat the groups did not differ with regard
¢

to availability of children, friends; or other peopié who could provide

’

transnortation. It was not uncommon, for Eiéhﬁié; to find a eoupie who
relied on thebsus,:ﬁut wﬁase éhildren 1ived nexE doot: Instead; the
groups differed'nost in the 1ength of time they had used infOrmai trans-
portation networks. The majority of those who reiied primatilv on

tnformal networks had done so for more than 10 years. All of them had

done so for at least five years. By comtrast; the majority of fhose in -

- five years. S i

F

the other groups had ridden with relatives and friends fof only: one to

A}

Within families, this difference reflects evolving intefgenerationai

relations. One woman, for example, began to ride with her chiidren as

’

soon as they were old enough to drive, about 40 years ago. At the time

of the interview, she was riding with her children and her grandchildren.

Thus, for some of those who relied on inforﬁéi ﬁétwarks, faai1y trans-

in reéponses to questions about using public- service programs in genarai.

' These. seivtces may augment family care, but they certainly could not

_repd:ace 1t: Many had not felt the need for service programs because

2 A

|

b



"The family has always be/p there." Furthermore, those individuals.

AP

. o

T Within the other groups 'ﬂbwever, family nefﬁorks evolved differ-
:ently.. Individuals in-these groups marked “the beginning of their use
of informal transportation networks with changes Ehev associated with
age: 'suddén'illness; deciininé héiith; or the death of a spouse; They
were no more likely to have éiséfiéaééé these changes; they just did
‘not have the history of reliance on informal networks found in the

group that used those networks most extensively. In addition; indi-

2

viduals in these two groups were more afraid of dependence; partiuu-
larly on their children: As oie man €01d me, "We'd stay hone all day
rather than ask the kids for a ride:" S N
This difference in the evolution of ' family relations was further
i1lustrated by the difference betweed those who relied on public trana-
" portation for mogd of their travel and those who used it to sypplement

. their informal networks. The latter group had fewer Eﬁiiarén; reited

‘( ._-,'\l
of dependence on their children, manv of whom were no more financially

»

secure than the elders were.; Again; one. can sense a continuitya T—

:Individuals who relied on public transportation’ had been using that

form of transportation before the TRIP program began the lower cost

made the program very attractive.. In addition} those individuals :
reported that public programs could reolace familv care and that . they

»

would rather pay for help than ask for it.n

2 i ; R . :

|
P
»
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One of the consequences of living éiongrnith the same people, then,
is that the prncticeé;f- expectations, and a&fﬁ;aég oiie carries into old:
age have evaived'%ver rime; The enoiution‘of.theée practiceé,

-~

-

in/ the community, and the resources they provided others. 1. con- .

ducte interviews with members of all but three of the elderly families

in'the church.' In addition, I interviewed church members identified by
the elderly as people who were important in’their lives. Fingily; 1
- sent questionnaires to individuals who had joined the church wiiﬁiﬁ L

the past five years._ .

Responses indicated that the e d/rs played significant roles in-

relationships with,ong another and maintained a reIatively high soeiel

o e

status ranking within the communitv. Four factors contributed to this

status maintenance. First; there was a shared commitment by 311 church

members to the Future of the community: Second, the elders' continued °
Zétteﬁd;ﬁcé'iﬁ“chﬁrch kept them visible to the congregation: Third; the
elders had a recognized history of B&EEiéiEéEioﬁ and 1&&&&5@5}5‘15 the '

community. Fourth, the elders’ plaved a principle roi& in cﬁ? history

and traditioﬁé of the church. It is that historical roie that I would

1ike to develop further in this.paper. o o

- © The elders had strongfamtlv. ties to the church:. For example; &

Ladl
=z

some of the elders were descendants of the man who donated the land

# S : N e - ;

S R

8-

>
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for the churéh.. ﬁaﬁy bf thé éidéré had attended the church éii théir

1ives and also represented the middle of five generations ‘of church )

members—-grandparents,’arents .' e1ders, chi1dren., -and grandchildren.. o

3

Conéeqdently, th21r.fréquéﬁt/ référént:é_tb théii’ "faﬁiil? church" or

their "communitychurch" was based on an association of as long as *

{

. itbvearé; ' - . CT e ’9 R ‘
'In addition, recent history has reinforced the status of the .

L eiders in the community. In 1974, the miniéter; with the support of

the congregation, withdrew the church from the statewide Mettodist ]

church; imzo’"”king a legal battle over the church propertv; In the c'o'n-c-;

-

*- f1t¥t that resdulted, most of the congregation went elsewhere, leaving

a core group'.';o’f' the elders and their families. Their comm‘itment ‘to
their'f“famiiy church" was ;.t'o”o §trong"f’o'r them ‘to-ieave} ‘After that;

_ however,> the church gééw around the commuﬁi;y of elders that remained,’ ~
the elders remained active, and their c’hiidren heéan to emerge as com-
muﬁitS; leaders. B , ‘ ; | ]

R ‘The status maintenahce of the eidera can be efcpiained 4n p’artas’as S

" an intergenerational flow of Social credit-——that is, a degree of social b
. [4

\ ‘standing which permits a claim on c’o'rimimi'tyresourclgs based on pa!st
rather E'iiéﬁ‘ current ééiiviiwj (Lozier & Althouse, 1'97'&? 1975). the

e Y S
- elders in this community had accumulated sqcial i:redit du#ng their own

R A . s o
5 lives. Moreever, they were drawing on sociai credit that wad estab- )
,,,,,,,,,,, <
‘ lished in pr’evious generations, through jthe participation, teadership, o
and atteﬁdaﬁce of t‘heir p’arent’s’ and grandparents; FinalJ.y; to a smaller By

/O
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beginning to accumulate as new leaders in the church. In addition to
drawing on social credit, the elders had contributed to the sociai

-

'credit of thgir children,‘who anticipated growi:g old in the communityi

‘'

in much the same way that their Paren;s had. - *<7

3 \

7
Thus, one of thq consequences of 1iving long, with the Same -

people, in the ssme place ia that it permits ;he accumulation of social

credit;not just over the course of the individual's liféi but also -

across generations. <// . - o
R : L I

I have suggested that living long with the same people, anp"often

in the same place, has importent implications for intergeneﬁgtional

relations and for,relations outside the faﬁily. The use of" family net-

——
.

early in life prepare one to meet the needs of aging with an

1ished. network Fhmily relations in coﬁmunifies contribute td“the

N\

~ﬁ£i tenance of sociel.status through the accumulation of s6cial credit

-

E across the 1ife span snd across'generations. S _ ' .

eid people remain tn chose contact with their children throughout

_their 1ives and they also remain important to their children (Troll

L&

—MiLler, and &tchiey; 1979) Furthermore, 44 percent of those over the

-

/age of 60 in 1970~ﬁad 1ived in the ssme house for at least 20 years‘ . -

—_— e -3

~ . P

another 25 percent had 1tved in’the same house for 10 to,20 yeerzé:r?;i-.
A N ) ‘
as mobile as other age groups, and when they do move, it is often within
. . : . ’/ R .

the same county (Wiseman, 1978):. Demographics suggest; then, that the

a
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‘we should aé&; *ﬁﬁii do people need and when do they need it’"

consequences of a Iong life, with famiiiar peop1e, in a famiiiar setting

- I

are important issues for msny 01d peopie.;- - 55 . A B}

7‘ (

[

An evolutionary perspective suggests important dimensidns for social

network analysis. Support’networks do not arise spontaneously to meet

: crtses. ~They accompany the individual across parts of the iife caaiéé.

How do nethrks originate and why? Most importsnt; how do they change

ss the deveiopmentai tasks, needs, and gbiiities of their members change?‘
L

Expanding the focus of intergenerationai relations to include social net— :

.

" works and‘communitiES. also impiies changes in social service programs

.

[y

An evoiutionary perspective, considering the flow of resources across P

» .
the 1ife span and across géﬁerations, assumes that unique histories .

ConseQuentiy; the success of those programs is not guaranteed when thev

aré directed at'a homogeneous grouo of e1ders; Neither is the success .

. of the new volunteerism: ‘*'This perspective suggests ‘that we not. ask, E

"Are there enough needy old peopie ‘to supﬁort progrsms'" but rather :

L
—

4
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